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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed February 5 th , 2007 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Applicant states, on page 5, paragraph 2: 

"Koch is concerned only with the diversion of voice calls. It is not in any 
way concerned with passing messages where the message data over the 
addresses of called parties is entered by a user. It therefore cannot be 
said that it teaches the invention as claimed above." 
The Examiner respectfully disagrees. The Examiner contends Applicant's broad 
term "user-entered message data" does not inherently mean the user inserting 
alphanumeric or character data. In the VOIP system of Koch, it is inherent that the voice 
data spoken into the calling party's telephone 20 is converted into digital data and 
entered into a message addressed to the called party. Koch also discloses if the called 
party chooses not to answer the call, the call is connected to a voice mail system 
(column 10, lines 24-26). The Examiner also contends the voicemail message resulting 
from this call would also read on claimed "message comprising user-entered message 
data and an address of the addressee." Therefore, the Examiner will maintain the 
rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 16-20 and 23-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Koch etal (U.S. 6668049 B1). 

As to claim 16, Koch discloses: 

A message delivery means (SCP 42) for accepting a user-entered 
message (VOIP call from calling party) from a message source 
(telephone 20) and for delivering the user-entered message to a message 
recipient device (communications center 14) (column 4, lines 5-10, lines 
56-60; column 3, lines 34-38; column 5, lines 8-11; column 7, lines 
23-24, 29-31, 43-44), comprising: telecommunications system (telephone 
network 40) including an intelligent network (IN) platform including a 
plurality of applications (application logic), each application being stored 
at a respective service control point within the IN platform (column 5, 
lines 37-39), the plurality of applications including means for handling 
each received user-entered message and for delivering the received 
message to the recipient device (column 5, lines 39-45, lines 56-57). 

As to claim 17,Koch discloses everything as applied in claim 16 and Koch also 
discloses: 



Application/Control Number: 10/527,296 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2617 

the message source comprises at least one selected from a group 
comprising a mobile telephone, a WAP telephone, an IP/SIP telephone 
(20), a computer, a personal assistant device, and a dTV (column 3, 
lines 34-38). 

As to claim 18, Koch discloses everything as applied in claim 16 and Koch also 
discloses: 

at least one of the recipient device and the message source is a dTV 
(column 3, lines 48-50). 

As to claim 19, Koch discloses everything as applied in claims 16 and 18 and 
Koch also discloses: 

the dTV is connected via a controller that enables the dTV to be 
connected to the IN platform by at least one of a dial-up, DSL, satellite 
and cable modem (column 3, lines 61-64). 

As to claim 20, Koch discloses everything as applied in claims 16 and 18 and 
Koch also discloses: 

the dTV initiates calling back a message sender using a received calling 
line identity (column 9, line 67; column 10, lines 1-6). 

As to claim 23, Koch discloses: 

A telecommunications system (telephone network 40) (column 4, lines 5- 
10, lines 56-60; column 5, lines 8-11), comprising: a message source 
(telephone 20); a message recipient device (communications center 14); 
and an intelligent network (IN) platform including a plurality of 
applications, each application being stored at a respective service control 
point within the IN platform (column 5, lines 37-39; column 4, lines 5- 
10; column 3, lines 34-38), the plurality of applications including a 
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message delivery means (SCP 42) for accepting a user-entered message 
from the message source and for delivering the message to the recipient 
device (column 5, lines 39-45, lines 56-57; column 7, lines 23-24, 
lines 29-31, lines 43-44). 
As to claim 24 A Koch discloses everything as applied in claim 23 and Koch also 
discloses: 

the message source comprises at least one selected from a group 
comprising a mobile telephone, a WAP telephone, an IP/SIP telephone 
(20), a computer, a personal assistant device, and a dTV (column 3, 
lines 34-38). 

As to claim 25, Koch discloses everything as applied in claims 23 and 24 and 
Koch also discloses: 

at least one of the recipient device and the message source is a dTV 
(column 3, lines 48-50). 
As to claim 26, Koch discloses everything as applied in claims 23-25 and Koch 
also discloses: 

the dTV is connected via a controller that enables the dTV to be 
connected to the IN platform by at least one of a dial-up, DSL, satellite 
and cable modem (column 3, lines 61-64). 
As to claim 27, Koch discloses everything as applied in claims 23-25 and Koch 
also discloses: 

the dTV initiates calling back a message sender using a received calling line identity 
(column 9, line 67; column 10, lines 1-6). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

4. Claims 21-22 and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Koch as applied in claims 16 and 23 in view of well known prior 
art (MPEP 2144.03). 

As to claims 21 and 28, Koch discloses everything as applied in claims 16 and 
23 and Koch also discloses SCP 42 then responds to switch 41 's original query with an 
instruction to present the call; when the telephone rings, the recipient may lift the 
handset on telephone 12 at location 10 (column 10, lines 9-12). However, Koch fails to 
disclose a call is set up for a user's fixed line telephone and is billed on a bill for the 
user's fixed line telephone. The Examiner contends this feature was old and well known 
in the art at the time of invention as taught by well-known prior art. 

The Examiner takes Official Notice that it was old and well known in the art at the 
time of invention to bill a user of a fixed telephone line when the user makes/receives 
calls on the fixed telephone line. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to require the message delivery means, disclosed by Koch, a call is set 
up for a user's fixed line telephone and is billed on a bill for the user's fixed line 
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telephone, as taught by well known prior art, in order to charge the user for telephone 
services. 

As to claims 22 and 29, Koch discloses everything as applied in claims 16 and 
23 and Koch also discloses SCP 42 then responds to switch 41 's original query with an 
instruction to present the call; when the telephone rings, the recipient may lift the 
handset on telephone 12 at location 10 (column 10, lines 9-12). However, Koch fails to 
disclose the IN platform includes a billing application for generating billing information for 
the user-entered message in the same way as billing information is generated for 
telephone calls. The Examiner contends this feature was old and well known in the art at 
the time of invention as taught by well-known prior art. 

The Examiner takes Official Notice that it was old and well known in the art at the 
time of invention for a SCP to generate billing information for a call placed/received on a 
user's fixed line telephone. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to require the message delivery means, disclosed by Koch, the IN 
platform includes a billing application for generating billing information for the user- 
entered message in the same way as billing information is generated for telephone calls, 
as taught by well known prior art, in order to generate billing information once a user 
responds to the message. 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicants reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Olivia Marsh whose telephone number is 571-272-7912. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Appiah can be reached on 571-272-7904. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



CHARLES APPIAH 
PRIMAPV EXAMINER 



